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It comes down to nine men and
women in black robes and the Presi-
dents who appoint them. But it seems
to me to be altogether fitting that
something that so deeply troubles the
heart of half of the American people
ought to be something that resonates
in the heart of our national govern-
ment.

That is how | see this Chamber, Mr.
Speaker. | said it shortly after 9/11 in a
speech that | gave on this same floor,
that | viewed the House of Representa-
tives as the heart of the American gov-
ernment and that it ought to resonate
with the hearts of the American peo-
ple. When the hearts of the American
people are troubled about an issue at
home or abroad, this should be a trou-
bled room. When the hearts of the
American people are quiet and at rest,
this should be a quiet and amicable
place.

It may be over-literalizing it, trying
to turn the government into some
homotropic version of man, but | think
it has merit. And the truth is that
while there are millions of Americans
who embrace the right to choose an
abortion, who take to the street to de-
fend it, who take to the polls to sup-
port it, there are, by any measure, a
growing number of nearly half of this
country who are deeply troubled to live
in an America where innocent human
life is so callously discarded. It was as
Meghan Cox Gurdon called it in an ar-
ticle in the Wall Street Journal a num-
ber of years ago, it is, in my judgment,
the mother of all rights.

Meghan Cox Gurdon, and | borrow
from her essay now, wrote, “The Roe
versus Wade anniversaries make me
think of the last scene in Schindler’s
List, the film about Oskar Schindler,
the German industrialist who saved a
small number of Jews during World
War Il. The final scene,” for those who
have seen it, ‘‘features actual
Schindler survivors with their children
and grandchildren line up to place
stones on his grave in Israel. What
makes the scene so powerful is not just
the surprising number of progeny al-
ready produced by the Holocaust
escapees, but the staggering number of
men, women and children who are not
there, who never had a chance of life
because the Nazis gassed those who
would have been their parents and
grandparents.”

Meghan Gurdon goes on to write
compellingly, ‘“When Roe comes up, it
has a Schindler-like reverberation in
my own family. The fact is, my hus-
band and I, our four children, his three
siblings and their combined eight chil-
dren all owe our lives to the fact that
the famous Supreme Court decision did
not come until 1973 (and its British
equivalent until 1967). For all 17 of us,
all descended from two unwanted preg-
nancies—two pregnancies that pro-
duced hasty marriages, some unhappi-
ness, rather more sadness, and even ac-
tually two divorces. And | have to say,
boy, am | glad that those pregnancies,
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dismaying and unexpected as they
were, entailing the compromises that
they did for those involved, were not
tidied up in a clinic so that the young
mothers in question could ‘get on with
their lives.” You, gentle reader, would
have been deprived of nothing more
than my editorial voice. | and 16 Kins-
folk would have been robbed of every-
thing.”

It is in every sense, as Meghan
Gurdon writes, ‘‘the mother of all
rights.” | think it is why our founders
listed life first, that they knew from
the spilled blood that had happened on
our shores and would happen at the
hands of a despotic king. They knew
that if a man does not have an
unalienable right to life, he has noth-
ing. That if a man or a woman cannot
anticipate that government cannot de-
prive them of their life without due
process of law and cannot deprive any
human person of their right to life
without due process of law, then they
are, in the words of John Calvin, like
that man in his own home, most griev-
ously offended to have been attacked in
what is to be his safest place.

Alexander Hamilton cautioned us
against forgetting the ancient parch-
ments, the teachings of ancients, and
cautioned those who believed that we
could create a society that separated
law from moral truth saying, ‘“The sa-
cred rights of mankind are not to be
rummaged for among old parchments
or musty records. They are written as
with a sunbeam in the whole volume of
human nature by the hand of the Di-
vinity and can never be erased or ob-
scured by mortal power.”’

It is a truth, Mr. Speaker, | have
tried humbly to advance today for your
and my colleagues’ ears and for anyone
else who is listening and in the weeks
and months and, if the Lord wills it,
years ahead. | hope from time to time
to come to this floor and do likewise.
To begin to take a break from the ar-
guments of the day at home and abroad
and to take a longer-view perspective
on this Nation and on the vitality of
its legal and moral traditions. For it
seems to me that abortion is the issue
of our time.

| used to say to people when | was
younger that | thought abortion was
the most important moral issue of our
time, and | have since abandoned the
adjective because | really do believe
that as the late Mother Teresa would
say often, that it is the defining issue
of our age, and on some days, | believe
in a hopeful view of the future, that
our posterity will look back and say
there was a time when America lost
her way, but largely because of a bro-
ken heart, she came back. She came
back to the truth of the ancient, not
because she returned to a puritanical
society that judged people in their
hour of need, but because America
again became a broken hearted society
that said, we want to be a place where
there are no unwanted children. We
want to be a society where crisis preg-
nant centers come to replace entirely
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centers where innocent life is de-
stroyed; where women know that there
are better choices, not only for their
unborn child, but for them than ever
the choice of ending that life.

That is my hope and that is my
dream that they will look back on this
time and they will say, Mr. Speaker,
America got off the path, but she re-
flected on the truths of the ancients.
She reflected on the unalienable rights
that she had alienated for a while, of
life, and liberty and the pursuit of hap-
piness. And by God’s grace, she found
her way back, to be a compassionate
society and a caring society, but a soci-
ety that once again embraced the
unalienable right to life.

———

THE PRESIDENT’S WAR REQUEST
AND AMERICA’S FUTURE COURSE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BisHop of Utah). Under the Speaker’s
announced policy of January 7, 2003,
the gentleman from North Carolina
(Mr. PRICE) is recognized for 60 minutes
as the designee of the minority leader.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, the President’s request of an
$87 billion supplemental appropriation
on top of $79 billion already appro-
priated has prompted renewed debate
over our military operations in lIraq,
our plans for the subsequent recon-
struction of that country, and our
broader policy objectives in the Middle
East.

We must take to a successful conclu-
sion the securing of Iraq, the rebuild-
ing of the country’s economy and infra-
structure, and the transition to an in-
digenous democratic government. We
must provide our forces in Iraq the re-
sources they need to complete their
mission and to enhance their safety
and security while they are performing
their mission. But the Bush adminis-
tration must give a full accounting of
how we plan to reach these goals, how
we are going to meet the costs, and
how we are to enlist the necessary
international support.

This afternoon, Mr. Speaker, 1 want
to specify certain key questions and
expectations that Members of Congress
must bring to the consideration of the
President’s request.

This request is considerably overdue.
For far too long the Bush administra-
tion refused to estimate the precise
costs of the war as it pushed for tax
cuts upon tax cuts, mainly benefitting
the wealthiest Americans, and as it
presided over a 2-year, $8 trillion fiscal
reversal, the largest in our country’s
history.

But now the bill is coming due, and
that stubborn fact, in addition to the
critical situation on the ground in
Iraqg, has forced the President’s hand.

That is not to say he has totally
come clean. The President’s request of
$20 billion for reconstruction covers
less than half of the projected costs.
And it is bound to increase if his opti-
mistic estimate as to oil revenues and
contributions from allies do not mate-
rialize. Nor are we ever likely to hear
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the President acknowledge that every
dime of that $87 billion is borrowed
money, adding to what was already a
record Federal deficit.

How much money is $87 billion? It is
three times what we spend each year
on major disease research at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. It is more
than double our entire post-9/11 Home-
land Security budget. It amounts to
$3.5 million each week throughout 2004
for each of the 435 congressional dis-
tricts in our country; $3.5 million dol-
lars each week for each district. | will
leave it to colleagues to calculate what
this could mean in terms of covering
the uninsured or upgrading our schools
or improving roads and mass transit.

So the cost of our Iragi intervention
is immense and we are reminded daily
of the human cost as well. American
fatalities since the President declared
the combat phase concluded now num-
ber 158, more than the 139 incurred dur-
ing active combat. Honest acknowledg-
ment of these costs is essential both to
assessing our Nation’s course thus far
and to charting our course ahead.

As it became more and more evident
last winter that nothing was likely to
divert the President from the course he
had chosen in Iraq, I, like others, took
to the House floor to raise questions
that the administration had not an-
swered, questions which were basic to
any rationale for war:

“What accounting do we have of the
costs and risks of military invasion?
How are we to secure and maintain the
support and engagement of our allies?
Can Iraqg be disarmed by means that do
not divert us from, or otherwise com-
promise, equally or more urgent anti-
terrorist and diplomatic objectives? Do
we have a credible plan for rebuilding
and governing post-war Irag? Have we
secured the necessary international co-
operation ensure that this does not be-
come a perceived U.S. occupation?”’

I must say in retrospect that those
were legitimate and important ques-
tions. In some areas, the administra-
tion had no answer or wrong answers,
and in others they refused to level with
Congress and the American people.
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On one of the few instances when
Secretary of Defense Donald Rumsfeld
addressed the war’s costs, he echoed
OMB Mitch Daniels with an estimate of
““something under $50 billion.”” That
was in January, and a few weeks later
his deputy, Paul Wolfowitz, described
Irag as “‘a country that can really fi-
nance its own reconstruction, and rel-
atively soon.” Such statements help us
understand the fix we are in in Iraqg and
the pressure the administration is now
facing to give an honest accounting,
along with a credible plan, complete
with cost and deployment estimates,
going forward.

The President’s $87 billion supple-
mental appropriations request has been
accompanied by a return to the United
Nations to seek the support, for the
post-war reconstruction of Iraq, of the
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allies the administration once spurned.
This appears to be, as Ron Brownstein
of the Los Angeles Times termed it, a
case of ‘“‘reality trumping ideology,”
based on the realization that under
present policies the President does not
have the means to achieve his ends in
Iraq. But it does not yet amount to the
mid-course correction that is called
for.

The administration still has a long
way to go in presenting to the Amer-
ican people and to our prospective al-
lies a credible plan for securing and re-
building Irag. There is no time to
spare, as the New York Times edito-
rialized on September 14, “If Mr. Bush
does not demonstrate a clear and con-
vincing strategy soon, he may face po-
litical pressure to bring home Amer-
ican troops under conditions that
would be embarrassing for America and
perilous for the Middle East.”

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, the
President must provide a straight-
forward account of how the $79 billion
already appropriated has been spent
and what the newly requested $87 bil-
lion will buy. Accountability for funds
thus far expended; justification for the
present request; and an honest esti-
mate of the costs yet to come.

Is the request consistent with our
first priority of combatting terrorism
in Afghanistan and beyond? Is it based
on realistic estimates of funding from
oil revenues and from allied contribu-
tions? Even if we succeed in enlisting
additional allies, that will only par-
tially ease our financial burden. Cur-
rent plans, for example, are for Poland
to lead a multinational force of some 19
countries in the central-southern re-
gion of Irag. But of the estimated $240
million cost of the operation, Poland is
expected to pay no more than $40 mil-
lion, with the U.S. covering the rest.

It is critically important, | believe,
to focus separately on the portion of
the President’s of $87 billion request
that is targeted to Afghanistan: $11 bil-
lion for military operations and $800
million for reconstruction. Those num-
bers pale in comparison to the lIraq re-
quest, and they may not be sufficient.
In crucial respects, our Afghan oper-
ations offer a contrast to Irag. Afghan-
istan was a war of necessity. It was di-
rectly related to the 9/11 attacks. It
was endorsed and supported almost
unanimously by the world community.
The NATO alliance has now assumed
responsibility for ongoing operations
there. Yet the country is largely unse-
cured outside of Kabul and the top
leadership of both the Taliban and al
Qaeda is still at large.

Our decision to deal with the lIraqi
challenge through a massive military
invasion has arguably set back the
broader war on terrorism, allowing the
Taliban and al Qaeda to regroup. There
is no place in the world where it is
more important to position U.S. Spe-
cial Forces than in the Afghanistan-
Pakistan border region where Taliban
and al Qaeda forces are still operating.
Our Special Forces must be fully sup-
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ported, and they must not be further
diverted until their mission is con-
cluded.

The Afghan reconstruction funding
will partially address such critical
needs as road and school construction,
irrigation projects, and training a self-
sustaining Afghan security force. This
aid may also help shore up some sup-
port for the embattled, pro-Western
President of Afghanistan, Hamid
Karzai. However, decades of civil war
have left the nation without such basic
needs as a modern electric power infra-
structure, urban sanitation systems, or
an advanced medical infrastructure.
There is much left to do, and it will
take a concerted multinational effort
to meet these needs.

The administration must also explain
to Congress and the public how the $87
billion, all of it deficit spending, far be-
yond the scale of most emergency sup-
plemental appropriations requests, is
to be paid for. In particular, is it either
fair or fiscally prudent to leave in
place, much less to extend, massive tax
cuts for those in the highest brackets,
tax cuts that have produced unprece-
dented annual deficits and that mock
the very idea of shared sacrifice?

Secondly, the administration must
deal with the question of troop
strength. The supplemental appropria-
tions request assumes American troops
will remain at present levels for at
least another year. We in North Caro-
lina have particular reason to recog-
nize the spectacular performance of our
men and women in uniform during the
combat phase and the valor and com-
mitment they continue to display
under trying conditions. Tens of thou-
sands of these troops have been de-
ployed from our State, including Na-
tional Guard and Reserve units that
have been subject to repeated call-ups.

By the same token, however, North
Carolinians have been especially atten-
tive to evidence of administration
misjudgments as to the troop levels
that would be required in post-war
Irag, to extensions in the tours of
many units, and to the mismatch be-
tween what these troops have been
trained for and the security and recon-
struction functions that they are being
called upon to perform.

Secretary Rumsfeld has offered dubi-
ous assurances, despite the continuing
level of violence, that no more troops
are needed; but the administration has
not explained how even the present
level of deployment in Iraq can be sus-
tained. Of the Army’s 33 active duty
combat brigades, 16 are currently as-
signed to Iraq and five elsewhere over-
seas. Almost all of the others are need-
ed for rotation purposes, mainly in
Iraq, and for emergency standby re-
lated to North Korea. As of last week,
more than 128,000 Army Guard and Re-
serve members, or 23 percent of the
force, were mobilized in support of op-
erations overseas and in the United
States, many on yearlong tours, with
thousands more to be deployed or rede-
ployed soon.
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Thirdly, what is the administration’s
plan for securing allied participation
and how much relief can this realisti-
cally afford relative to American finan-
cial and personnel requirements? The
tens of thousands of additional troops
and the billions of dollars of additional
funding that we need in Iraq, as well as
our broader antiterrorist and peace-
making endeavors in the Middle East,
will require intensive diplomatic repair
work in the coming weeks. The return
of Secretary Powell and of the Presi-
dent to the United Nations is a nec-
essary first step toward the coopera-
tive ties we must forge with allies
ranging from Germany and France to
India and Turkey and Egypt. At the
same time, we must press ahead with
the recruitment and training of indige-
nous lraqi police and security forces
and the transition to Iraqgi self-rule.

Finally, we look to the President for
a reaffirmation of America’s commit-
ment to Middle East peacemaking.
After almost 2% years of ill-advised
disengagement from the quest for a fair
and enduring settlement between Israel
and its neighbors, the President has
commendably joined with our ‘“‘Quar-
tet”’ partners, the European Union, the
United Nations and Russia, to an-
nounce the ‘“Road Map” initiative for
mutual, step-by-step Israeli-Pales-
tinian accommodations.

Recent weeks have not been auspi-
cious for the Road Map initiative.
Hamas suicide bombers have conducted
devastating attacks, killing and maim-
ing dozens of lIsraelis, many of them
teenagers and children. The Israeli gov-
ernment has stepped up its targeted as-
sassination of Hamas leaders and mem-
bers and has tightened its chokehold
on the occupied territories.

In fact, the two sides seemed locked
in a death grip. Violent deaths since
the collapse of the peace process num-
ber 858 among Israelis and 2,468 Pal-
estinians. Who would not be moved by
the story of two of the victims of the
September 9 Jerusalem bombing, Dr.
David Applebaum and his daughter
Naava, out on an errand the night be-
fore what was to be her happy wedding
day? Such wrenching stories under-
score again and again the urgency of
reaching a settlement that ensures se-
curity and integrity for Israel and a
viable state for the Palestinians. And
in the post-9/11 world, Middle East
peacemaking has assumed an added di-
mension. ‘“Suicide bombing is becom-
ing so routine” in Israel/Palestine,
Thomas Friedman recently wrote,
“that it risks becoming embedded in
contemporary culture. America must
stop it. A credible peace deal is no
longer a U.S. luxury: it is essential to
our own homeland security. Otherwise,
this suicide madness will spread, and it
will be Americans who will have to
learn how to live with it.”

The simultaneous steps that the
Road Map envisions are politically dif-
ficult and vulnerable to sabotage. The
Israeli government, reluctant to chal-
lenge the settlers in any case, is doubly
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so when the likely reward is another
horrific bombing by Hamas, whose
structure of terror remains intact. As
for the Palestinians, they feel they are
being asked to risk a civil war by tak-
ing on militant groups by force with-
out assurances that settlements will
actually be removed from Palestinian
territory or statehood achieved. That
is why American leadership is abso-
lutely essential, to help ensure that
both sides in fact comply with the road
map and that the process is steadied
against the predictable attempts at
sabotage by the enemies of peace.

If the process remains stalled and the
violence continues, American leaders
may need to think outside the Road-
Map “‘box’ in terms of putting a peace
plan on the table proactively. What is
not even thinkable is for our govern-
ment again to disengage and to let that
death grip tighten.

Mr. Speaker, we are at a critical
juncture in the war on terrorism and in
our Nation’s engagement in the Middle
East. We must push ahead with the re-
construction and democratization of
Afghanistan and lraq, preventing ei-
ther a return to tyranny or a collapse
into violence that would allow forces
deadly to our country’s vital interests
to take root.

That is what the supplemental appro-
priations requested by the President
must help underwrite, and that is why
I expect that most of us in this body
are likely in due course to support
something close to the requested
amount. But while Congress was will-
ing to provide a blank check in the
past, it does not seem likely to do so
now. We must have an accounting of
the administration’s strategy going
forward, its timetables and objectives,
its costs and personnel requirements,
how our allies will share in its obliga-
tion, and how past mistakes will be
corrected or avoided. The committees
of the Congress must schedule suffi-
cient hearings to allow administration
officials to make their case and to
allow Members to question them fully.

The need for mid-course correction
raises serious issues, yet unresolved,
about the path to war that the Presi-
dent chose. We will no doubt debate
these questions for years to come, and
we cannot allow them to paralyze us
now. But if we are to correct our
course and go forward successfully, we
must confront the flawed premises and
the failed diplomacy that set the terms
of the Iraqgi invasion. In closing, | want
to underscore the importance of one of
these pieces of unfinished business, not
merely to clear the air but also to clar-
ify what Congress and the American
people must demand of this adminis-
tration or of any administration in the
future. 1 am referring to the intel-
ligence and to the interpretations of
intelligence on which the decision to
invade lIraq was based.

We are all aware, Mr. Speaker, of the
perils of 20/20 hindsight. And on some
questions, most notably Iraqg’s posses-
sion of chemical and biological weap-
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ons, even hindsight is still unclear.
Iraq possessed and used such weapons
in the past. Yet after 5 months, no
stockpiles have been found. U.S. weap-
ons inspector David Kay is soon ex-
pected to make an interim report to
Congress on the lIragis weapons pro-
gram. By all reports, he will suggest
that Saddam may have intended to
produce weapons when and if U.N. in-
spectors left Iraq. However, intent does
not constitute an imminent threat.
While Mr. Kay has work left to do, he
has yet to uncover the threat that we
expected.

Regarding Iraq’s development of
deployable nuclear weapons and the
tenuous linkage between al Qaeda and
the Iragi government, we are not sim-
ply talking about 20/20 hindsight. We
are talking about evidence that Mem-
bers of this body knew, or should have
known, to be shaky as early as the Oc-
tober congressional vote authorizing
the use of force and certainly in the
winter months leading up to the inva-
sion.

The President and administration of-
ficials continue to obfuscate the lraqi-
al Qaeda link, which now may become
a self-fulfilling prophecy as lraq be-
comes a magnet for terrorist
operatives from around the region. As
for the claims by the President, the
Vice President, and others that Iraq
was attempting to reconstitute its nu-
clear program, we have the testimony
of retired foreign service officer Joseph
Wilson, who was dispatched to Niger in
early 2002 to investigate reported sales
of uranium ore to Iraq. ‘““‘Based on my
experience with the administration in
the months leading up to the war,”
Wilson wrote, ‘I have little choice but
to conclude that some of the intel-
ligence related to Irag’s nuclear weap-
ons program was twisted to exaggerate
the Iraqgi threat.”
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The House and Senate Permanent Se-
lect Committees on Intelligence are
currently conducting investigations
which we are assured will focus not
only on the prewar performance of U.S.
intelligence agencies but also on how
the White House used intelligence in-
formation to make the case for war.
These investigations must be thorough
and objective, following the facts wher-
ever they lead. We commend these col-
leagues for the hard work they have
done thus far. They know we are count-
ing on them for a conscientious and
comprehensive job. If this investiga-
tion takes a partisan turn, or if there
is any hint of pressure to protect the
administration, sentiment may well
shift toward an inquiry by an inde-
pendent commission of the sort the
gentleman from California (Mr. WAX-
MAN) has proposed. We must never con-
clude, despite the undisputed fact that
Saddam Hussein was a blood-soaked ty-
rant, and that both the lIraqis and the
world are better off with him gone—we
still must never conclude that the
credibility of the reasons that our gov-
ernment gave to the American people
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and to our potential allies for going to
war do not matter. These reasons,
which centered on the grave threat
posed by lIrag’s weapons program, do
matter. If they are found to have been
based on fallacious or manipulated evi-
dence, the blow to our international
credibility and to the integrity of the
discourse on which our democracy de-
pends will be profound.

Mr. Speaker, there will be many calls
for national unity and resolve as we
consider the President’s $87 billion re-
quest and contemplate the long, hard
road ahead. I will join in those calls,
for the challenges confronting our
country transcend political divisions
and the differences we have had in the
past. But the administration needs to
understand its end of the bargain, for
in a democracy, where power is shared
between the executive and legislative
branches of government, critical deci-
sions must not be taken in an atmos-
phere of deception or political intimi-
dation or stealth. Going forward, we
must hold one another accountable for
the clear-eyed development of a strat-
egy in lIraq, Afghanistan, and the Mid-
dle East, planning carefully and real-
istically, dealing truthfully with costs
and risks, and working cooperatively
with allies who share our values and
goals. This is the mid-course correc-
tion, indeed the new beginning, that we
need to signal and to achieve as we
consider the request the President has
made of this Congress and of the people
we represent.

——
LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. LARSON of Connecticut (at the re-
quest of Ms. PELOSI) for today on ac-
count of personal reasons.

——
SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. PALLONE) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material):

Mr. BROwWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. FILNER, for 5 minutes, today.

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MATHESON, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. DEFAZzI0, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. McDERMOTT, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. Wu, for 5 minutes, today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. DUNCAN) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material):

Mrs. BLACKBURN,
today.

Mr. WOLF, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MARIO DiAaz-BALART of Florida,
for 5 minutes, September 30.

Ms. GINNY BROWN-WAITE of Florida,
for 5 minutes, September 30.

for 5 minutes,
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Mr. MORAN of Kansas, for 5 minutes,
October 2.

Mr. DUNCAN, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. JoNES of North Carolina, for 5
minutes, today.

———

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled bills of
the House of the following titles, which
were thereupon signed by the Speaker:

H.R. 2555. An act making appropriations
for the Department of Homeland Security for
the fiscal year ending September 30, 2004, and
for other purposes.

H.R. 2657. An act making appropriations
for the Legislative Branch for the fiscal year
ending September 30, 2004, and for other pur-
poses.

————

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of
the following titles:

S. 111. An act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to conduct a special resource study
to determine the national significance of the
Miami Circle site in the State of Florida as
well as the suitability and feasibility of its
inclusion in the National Park System as
part of Biscayne National Park, and for
other purposes.

S. 233. An act to direct the Secretary of the
Interior to conduct a study of Coltsville in
the State of Connecticut for potential inclu-
sion in the National Park System.

S. 278. An act to make certain adjustments
to the boundaries of the Mount Naomi Wil-
derness Area, and for other purposes.

———

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 19 minutes
p.m.), under its previous order, the
House adjourned until Monday, Sep-
tember 29, 2003, at noon.

———

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

4413. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting FY 2004
budget amendment for International Assist-
ance Program; (H. Doc. No. 108—130); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

4414. A letter from the Deputy Under Sec-
retary of Defense, Department of Defense,
transmitting The Fiscal Year 2002 Defense
Environmental Technology Program Annual
Report, pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2706; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

4415. A letter from the Director of Defense
Research and Engineering, Department of
Defense, transmitting a report on the experi-
ence under FY 1999 and 2000 ““Pilot Program
for Revitalizing the Laboratories and Test
and Evaluation Centers of the Department of
Defense’’; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

4416. A letter from the Assistant to the
Board, Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
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serve System, transmitting the Board’s final
rule — Truth in Lending [Regulation Z;
Docket No. R-1157] received September 24,
2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the
Committee on Financial Services.

4417. A letter from the Acting General
Counsel, FEMA, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — National Flood Insurance Pro-
gram (NFIP); Assistance to Private Sector
Property Insurers; Extension of Term of Ar-
rangement (RIN: 1660-AA29) received Sep-
tember 23, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

4418. A letter from the Acting General
Counsel, FEMA, Department of Homeland
Security, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Suspension of Community Eligi-
bility [Docket No. FEMA-7815] received Sep-
tember 23, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Financial
Services.

4419. A letter from the Assistant General
Counsel for Regulations, Department of Edu-
cation, transmitting the Department’s final
rule — Special Demonstration Programs--
Model Demonstrations to Improve the Lit-
eracy and Employment Outcomes of Individ-
uals With Disabilities (RIN: 1820-ZA29) re-
ceived September 24, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce.

4420. A letter from the Director, Direc-
torate of Construction, OSHA, Department
of Labor, transmitting the Department’s
final rule — Safety Standards for Signs, Sig-
nals and Barricades [Docket # S-018] (RIN:
1218-AB88) received September 17, 2003, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce.

4421. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Staff, FDA,
Department of Health and Human Services,
transmitting the Department’s final rule —
Anorectal Drug Products for Over-the-
Counter Human Use [Docket No. 1980N-0050]
(RIN: 0910-AAO01) received September 23, 2003,
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce.

4422. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Health and Human Services, trans-
mitting a interim report entitled ‘“Human
Papillomavirus: Surveillance and Prevention
Research,” pursuant to Public Law 106—554,
section 317P.(b)(2) #(114 Stat. 2763A—72); to
the Committee on Energy and Commerce.

4423. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Office of Nuclear Material Safe-
ty and Safeguards Consolidated Decommis-
sioning Guidance; Notice of Availability —
received September 17, 2003, pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce.

4424. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Geological and Seismological
Characteristics for Siting and Design of Dry
Cask Independent Spent Fuel Storage Instal-
lations and Monitored Retrievable Storage
Installations (RIN: 3150-AG93) received Sep-
tember 17, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4425. A letter from the Director, Office of
Congressional Affairs, Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, transmitting the Commission’s
final rule — Combustible Gas Control in Con-
tainment (RIN: 3150-AG76) received Sep-
tember 23, 2003, pursuant to 5 U.S.C.
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and
Commerce.

4426. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
prepared by the Department of State con-
cerning international agreements other than
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